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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

( 1 ) Rosemary E. Ashton . (3) 

(2) Jennifer Leach . m\ 



Date of Interview: 12 October 2004 . 

Type: a)E3 Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)M No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: none . 

Identification of prior art discussed: none . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Q was reached. g)Q was not reached. h)[g| N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a owable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 

KwS V ™ (See MPEP SeCti0n 71 3 04) ' lf a rep| y t0 the ,ast 0ffice action has alrea dy been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERS 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



ROSEMARY ASHTON 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) lnterview Summa ry 



Paper No. 20041012 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

b^X^^^Z^ f t0 S ^T B ° f ^ face - t0 - face : video inference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

. . . . Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons oresented at thP intPrvi™ a « 
warranting favorable act,on must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for ^SlSSSlm ^iX^^Ai^SS. ?32) 

... . . „ 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in wrilinq 

Tl^m",* 5 ^ ° r Tra( LT a,i< ° ffiCe Sh0Uld be transacted in wri «"9- The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

fho »»mi!! .^T"^' tfje applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

SSEZS£Kr.£ ^SSJiSJ 8 examine ' s responsibility ,0 see * at such a record is made and t0 M 

■ , ■ . Exa " nin , e . rs m u ust complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed durina th P 
^l b n y . C ? eCk K n9 h the , aP( ? r ° priate b0X6S and flllin9 in the blanks ' Discussions regarding only pnosa^^m^S^S^^ 
requirements or wh.ch interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent BamlrtSprooffire or Stina 

SnrZ r' T 0tS ° • Unread , a ^ SCTipt in Offloe aCti0ns or the like ' are excluded from ^ interview recordato p oXefbelow vCe the 
substance of an nterv.ew is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary RecordTrequ'red 

Contents" secK^^^^ TV" Papef N °' P ' aCed in lhe ^ hand ^ ° f ^ ^ ' nTSed on the 

«™2kS«. ? file , vw ?PP er ln a Pe^ 0 " 3 ' interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 

SES "! to Ur ■ " ~ 6 C ? Se ° f 3 te,ephone or ^-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the Lppllcanft o^SdenS address 
either w th or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not \ike\y^e^^^^^Z 
crcumstances dictate, the Form should be mai.ed promptly after the interview rather than with the ne^oST^u^o!^ 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement fmav be bv 

- The s.gnature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

should {.jyat^ 

?» a hri^l 3 ^ r Per r r f h cordation ° f the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items- 
1 A bnef description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) SSSSSi^ of a substantive nature discussed ' unless these are ^ described « •» 

5) a bnefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The .dentrncation of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arauments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thLt of the prindpa a gumente made to th J 
be unders ! 00d J n *? ""^ <* 'he application file. Of course, the applicant may d™ ire to emphaSz^and Wly 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) em P"asize ana tuny 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7> H eSner.' ^ 96nera ' ^ ° f ° f th6 interview ' unless Ascribed in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

»«, ,mto ,^ xamine, : s are ®, x P. ected t0 carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record is not comn| erP an H 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. P 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statBiiwrrt'ISS^ hta^ W » * ° ther ? aS ° nS °f r f°°^ ,he examiner should send a letter settin 9 fortn the examined version of the 
2Sr^2^E? I h 7 <J ,h f reC ° rd 18 COmplete and accurate ' ^ examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 09/961,281 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Ms. Leach stated the comments in the Notice of Allowance directed 
to the abstract where not in the abstract filed September 25, 2001. Upon examination the examiner noted the "abstract" 
filed June 24, 2004, which was used for the comments, was not an abstract for the application but was page 102 of the 
translation of the foreign priority document filed June 24, 2004. Thus no change is necessary to the abstract as the 
abstract of June 24, 2004 was inproperly scanned and the abstract filed September 25, 2001 is proper. 



